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Remarks 

Reconsideration of this Application is respectfully requested. 

Upon entry of the foregoing amendment, claims 1-20 are pending in the 
application, with claims 1, 7, 13, 15, 17, and 18 being the independent claims. Claims 1, 
4, 7, 10, 13, and 15 are sought to be amended. These changes are believed to introduce 
no new matter, and their entry is respectfully requested. 

Based on the above amendment and the following remarks, Applicant 
respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider all outstanding objections and 
rejections and that they be withdrawn. 

Objections to the Specification 

The Office Action objected to paragraph 1 of the specification because U.S. 
Patent Application No. 10/083,463 has issued as U.S. Patent No. 6,639,430. {See, Office 
Action at f 1.) Accordingly, Applicants have amended paragraph 1 to refer to U.S. 
Patent No. 6,639,430. 

The Office Action also objected to paragraph 93 of the specification because the 
reference numbers for "Mi" and "M 2 " were incorrectly stated as, respectively, "308" and 
"310". {See, Office Action at If 1.) Accordingly, Applicants have amended paragraph 93 
to state the reference numbers for Mi and M 2 correctly as "306" and "308". 
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Objections to the Drawings 

The Office Action objected to Figures 2A, 2B, and 3 because they lack a legend 
indicating that they illustrate prior art. (See, Office Action at If 2.) Accordingly, 
Applicants have amended, in a Request to Approve Proposed Drawing Corrections filed 
herewith, Figures 2 A, 2B, and 3 as recommended by the Examiner to include the legend 
"Prior Art". 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 112 

The Office Action rejected claims 1-12, 15, and 16 under the second paragraph of 
35 U.S.C. § 1 12. (See, Office Action at 1 4.) Specifically, claims 1, 4, 7, 10, and 15 
were rejected for use of the phrase "capable of 1 . The Examiner considered this phrase 
indefinite and recommended replacing it with "for". The Office Action rejected claims 
2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 1 1, 12, and 16 because they depend from claims 1, 4, 7, 10, and 15. 
Accordingly, Applicants have amended claims 1, 4, 7, 10, and 15 as recommended by 
the Examiner to replace the phrase "capable of with "for". Therefore, Applicants 
respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider and remove his rejections of claims 1- 
12, 15, and 16 under the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. 
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Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 102 



Pelley 

The Office Action rejected claims 13 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,551,641 to Pelley, III (hereinafter "Pelley"). {See, 
Office Action at ^ 6.) Applicants traverse these rejections. 

Amended independent claim 13 recites (emphasis added): 

A reset circuit for a latch circuit having a bistable pair of transistors 
connected to a supply voltage, the reset circuit comprising: 

a first transistor connected to the supply voltage; 

a second transistor connected between said first transistor and a 
first port of the latch circuit, wherein a gate terminal of said second 
transistor is connected to a drain terminal of said second transistor^ and 

a third transistor connected between said first transistor and a 
second port of the latch circuit, wherein a gate terminal of said third 
transistor is connected to a drain terminal of said third transistor. 

Pelley does not disclose, teach, or suggest a reset circuit having transistors with 

gate terminals connected to drain terminals. Therefore, Pelley does not anticipate claim 

13. Likewise, claim 14, which depends directly from claim 13, is not anticipated by 

Pelley. Claim 14 is also allowable because of its additional distinctive features. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider and remove 

his rejections of claims 13 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) with respect to Pelley. 



Matsuya 

The Office Action rejected claims 15 and 16 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,191,624 to Matsuya (hereinafter "Matsuya"). {See, 
Office Action at If 6.) Applicants traverse these rejections. 

Amended independent claim 15 recites (emphasis added): 
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An analog-to-digital converter, comprising: 

a comparator having a first input for receiving an analog signal 
and a second input for receiving a reference signal, said comparator for 
producing a digital signal; 

wherein said comparator comprises a latch circuit having a 
bistable pair of transistors coupled between a reset circuit and a first 
supply voltage, and a vertical latch coupled between said first supply 
voltage and a second supply voltage and coupled to said bistable pair of 
transistors, said vertical latch having a first transistor coupled to said 
bistable pair of transistors and a second transitor coupled to said first 
supply voltage but isolated from said second supply voltage. 

Matsuya does not disclose, teach, or suggest a vertical latch having a transistor 

that is coupled to a first supply voltage but isolated from a second supply voltage. 

Therefore, Matsuya does not anticipate claim 15. Likewise, claim 16, which depends 

directly from claim 15, is not anticipated by Matsuya. Claim 16 is also allowable 

because of its additional distinctive features. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 

request that the Examiner reconsider and remove his rejections of claims 15 and 16 

under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) with respect to Matsuya. 



Double Patenting 



The Office Action rejected claims 1-7 and 17-20 "under the judicially created 
doctrine of obviousness-type patenting" with respect to claims 1-5, 8, and 1 1 of 
commonly owned U.S. Patent No. 6,639,430. (Office Action at H 8.) Applicants have 
filed herewith a Terminal Disclaimer to Obviate a Double Patenting Rejection Over a 
Prior Art, thereby rendering these rejections moot. 
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Conclusion 



All of the stated grounds of objection and rejection have been properly traversed, 
accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicants therefore respectfully request that the 
Examiner reconsider all presently outstanding objections and rejections and that they be 
withdrawn. Applicants believe that a full and complete reply has been made to the 
outstanding Office Action and, as such, the present application is in condition for 
allowance. If the Examiner believes, for any reason, that personal communication will 
expedite prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the 
undersigned at the number provided. 

Prompt and favorable consideration of this Amendment and Reply is respectfully 
requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox p.l.l.c. 




Timothy A. Doyle 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 5 1 ,262 



Date: 



1 100 New York Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005-3934 
(202) 371-2600 



263223 l.DOC 



Annotated Sheet Showing Changes 



1/15 



100 



" BANDWIDTH 104 
FLASH 112 

PIPELINED 110 



SUCCESSIVE APPROXIMATION 108 



DELTA SIGMA 106 



DEGREE OF RESOLUTION 102 



FIG.1 



Ck 316 



i ! 318 r 




V A G 218 

FIG 3 a^t 



Annotated Sheet Showing Changes 

2/15 



200 



228 X 



230 



] 



V 220 
R4 216 



226 N3 



224 N2 



R3 214 



^R2 212 



222 N1 



Rl 210 
V AG 218 



B 



206 


236 


~J 


W3 


204 


234 




W2 


202 


232 




W1 



208 



238 
L 



-oY 2 
242 



0Y1 
240 



FIG.2A 



244 



W3 


W 2 Wj 


Y 2 


Y1 


0 


0 0 


0 


0 


0 


0 1 


0 


1 


0 


1 1 


1 


0 


1 


1 1 


1 


1 



FIG.2B 



